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line in a plant next to the St. Louis 
airport. And we always heard about 
how proud he was of his son’s service in 
the military. 

But being from the farm, I appre-
ciated Senator Bond’s support of agri-
culture. He was certainly a leader in 
making Missouri a leader in agricul-
tural research. He is a leader whose 
service has improved the lives of thou-
sands of Missourians, an example of pa-
triotism that has inspired future lead-
ers to follow in his footsteps. 

Every time now that Missourians 
will drive by this courthouse, they will 
be inspired to serve their fellow man— 
service above self—just like Kit Bond 
has done all of these years. 

I want to close with some words that 
Kit said himself about his service, and 
I think it’s an example for all of us in 
Missouri and across this country. He 
said: ‘‘Serving Missouri has been my 
life’s work. I have walked the land, 
fished its rivers, and been humbled by 
the honesty and hard work of our peo-
ple. The highest honor is to receive and 
safeguard the public trust.’’ 

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup-
port of S. 846, which would designate the 
name of the United States courthouse in Jef-
ferson City, Missouri as the Christopher S. 
Bond United States Courthouse. We would 
like to congratulate Mr. Bond on behalf of our 
office for this prestigious honor. 

Mr. Bond served the State of Missouri for 
over 4 decades, beginning as the Assistant At-
torney General in 1969, where he led the Con-
sumer Protection Division. He then went on to 
be elected Missouri State Auditor in 1970 until 
1973. Later in 1973, at the age of 33, he was 
elected Governor of Missouri, making him the 
youngest Governor in the State’s history. He 
served as Governor from 1973 until 1977, and 
again from 1981 until 1985. Mr. Bond then 
went on to serve as a United States Senator 
from 1987 until his retirement in January of 
2011. 

Kit Bond has served our State and our 
Country with dedication, and naming the 
United States Courthouse after him is an ap-
propriate manner in which to show our appre-
ciation for all of his hard work over the last 40 
years for the people of Missouri and all Ameri-
cans. Once again, on behalf of our office and 
the entire State of Missouri, we would like to 
congratulate him and we wish him the best. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
DENHAM) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, S. 846. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

SHORT-TERM TANF EXTENSION 
ACT 

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 2943) to extend the 
program of block grants to States for 
temporary assistance for needy fami-
lies and related programs through De-
cember 31, 2011. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2943 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Short-Term 
TANF Extension Act’’. 
SEC. 2. EXTENSION OF THE TEMPORARY ASSIST-

ANCE FOR NEEDY FAMILIES PRO-
GRAM AND RELATED PROGRAMS 
THROUGH DECEMBER 31, 2011. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Activities authorized by 
part A of title IV and section 1108(b) of the 
Social Security Act (other than under sub-
sections (a)(3) and (b) of section 403 of such 
Act) shall continue through December 31, 
2011, in the manner authorized for fiscal year 
2011, and out of any money in the Treasury 
of the United States not otherwise appro-
priated, there are hereby appropriated such 
sums as may be necessary for such purpose. 
Grants and payments may be made pursuant 
to this authority on a quarterly basis 
through the first quarter of fiscal year 2012 
at the level provided for such activities for 
the corresponding quarter of fiscal year 2011. 

(b) MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT.—Section 
409(a)(7) of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
609(a)(7)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘or 
2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2012, or 2013’’; and 

(2) in subparagraph (B)(ii), by striking 
‘‘2011’’ and inserting ‘‘2012’’. 
SEC. 3. BUDGETARY EFFECTS. 

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the 
purpose of complying with the Statutory 
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement 
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion’’ for this Act, submitted for printing in 
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of 
the Senate Budget Committee, provided that 
such statement has been submitted prior to 
the vote on passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. DAVIS) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. DOGGETT) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speak-

er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial on the subject of the bill under 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I rise today in support of H.R. 2943, 
legislation to temporarily extend the 
authorization of Temporary Assistance 
for Needy Families and related pro-
grams. 

Since it replaced the New Deal-era 
welfare program in 1996, TANF has 
been successful at cutting welfare de-
pendents by 57 percent through the end 
of last year. Even more importantly, 
by promoting work among single par-
ents, who are the most common wel-
fare recipients, it helped significantly 
reduce child poverty in female-headed 
families over time. 

Even at today’s elevated unemploy-
ment rates, TANF continues to pro-
mote more work and earnings and less 
poverty. But despite this general 
progress, TANF can and should be 
strengthened to do more, especially to 
help more low-income families work 
and support themselves in the years 
ahead. Unfortunately, too many par-
ents are exempted from work require-
ments today for a variety of reasons we 
learned at a recent hearing held by the 
Ways and Means Subcommittee on 
Human Resources, which I am privi-
leged to chair. 

But given the current administra-
tion’s support for only a straight 1- 
year extension of current law, which is 
a view shared by the other body, there 
are limited prospects for making need-
ed changes to TANF before the pro-
gram expires at the end of this month. 
That’s the reason for the short-term 
extension before us today. 

This 3-month extension will provide 
an opportunity for Congress, including 
the Joint Select Committee on Deficit 
Reduction, to review TANF alongside 
other entitlement programs this fall. 
Important questions need to be asked, 
including what is the proper funding 
level for these programs and how can 
they best be focused on engaging low- 
income parents in work and other pro-
ductive activities so more can support 
themselves in the long run. 

Another thing this additional time 
will let us do is to take action to close 
what some call the ‘‘strip club loop-
hole.’’ This refers to an outright abuse 
of taxpayer trust permitted under cur-
rent law when adults on welfare spend 
taxpayer funds on liquor, gambling, 
tattoos, or even visits to strip clubs. As 
recent exposes have revealed, too many 
welfare recipients access taxpayer 
funds at cash machines in casinos, liq-
uor stores, strip clubs, and even on 
cruise ships. 

Some States have already taken ac-
tion to close this loophole by blocking 
access to welfare EBT cards at such es-
tablishments. There is bipartisan legis-
lation to require all States to do that, 
and doing so is something of particular 
interest to our colleague, Senator 
COBURN. I share his commitment to 
getting this done this fall and urge all 
my colleagues to support action that 
we will take to close this loophole. 

The legislation before us is designed 
to provide time for a closer review of 
and action on these sorts of issues. Im-
portantly, it does not add to our deficit 
since it simply continues current 
TANF funding for 3 months. I note that 
TANF is a fixed block grant, which is 
not adjusted for inflation. 
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I wish we were debating legislation 

today that extended and actually im-
proved TANF programs so that they 
work better; but given the impedi-
ments before us, the bill before the 
House today offers the best chance that 
we will be able to do that in the near 
future, and I urge all of my colleagues 
to support it. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

b 1310 

Mr. DOGGETT. I yield myself 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a bipartisan bill, 
which I fully support, but it is impor-
tant to understand what this bill does 
and what it does not do. It is important 
to understand which provisions we 
agree upon and which ones we accept 
as only being better than the alter-
native of allowing this important law 
and all those who count on it to expire 
next week. 

Last week, the Census Bureau re-
ported that more Americans were poor 
in 2010 than at any time on record. Re-
grettably, my home State of Texas was 
leading the way with one of the highest 
poverty rates anywhere in America. 

The Texas Center for Public Policy 
Priorities, a nonpartisan group, re-
cently reported that ‘‘The heart of the 
American Dream is at risk in Texas.’’ 
For the first time in generations, there 
are more people falling out of the mid-
dle class than joining its ranks. And 
what a struggle it is for those families 
trying to hold on. 

In a neighborhood near downtown 
San Antonio, Andrew Ramos and his 
wife, Nina, are struggling just to keep 
food on the table for themselves and 
their 2-year-old daughter. Andrew lost 
his job, and Nina works at a local pizza 
parlor where she makes about $200 a 
week. There are so many families just 
like the Ramos family—almost one in 
five in poverty in Bexar County. 

As John Turner at the Capital Area 
Food Bank concludes: Hunger is a re-
sult of lack of income and of a livable 
wage. It affects too many of our neigh-
bors, he says, under the current Texas 
economic model. 

The demands on our food banks, 
which serve as effective public-private 
partnerships, are immense. The Capital 
Area Food Bank, this year, is deliv-
ering 50 percent more food to poor peo-
ple than it did 3 years ago. 

But I don’t really hear anyone facing 
up to this harsh reality—not our Gov-
ernor in Texas, not the President of the 
United States, and certainly not the 
leadership here in the House. In fact, 
the Administration has shown little in-
terest and almost no guidance in re-
forming this legislation. 

Rather than respond to rising depri-
vation and declining opportunity, this 
legislation continues for another 3 
months, the Temporary Assistance for 
Needy Families Act. This is a program 
that today provides direct assistance 
to only one in every five children liv-
ing in Poverty in America. That’s the 
lowest level of poor children receiving 

direct assistance since 1965. And of 
course in Texas it’s much worse, where 
only one in every 20 poor children re-
ceive direct assistance from TANF. 

The bill before us also does not ad-
dress a program agreed to originally 
when the Welfare Reform Act was en-
acted—a bill that I voted for to address 
the particular needs of high poverty 
States like Texas and many in the 
South—called TANF Supplemental 
Grants. Their name is really a mis-
nomer because they’re not a supple-
ment; they’re essential to the work of 
States that have higher poverty rates. 

Ever since that time of the Welfare 
Reform Act, Texas and those States 
have depended on supplemental TANF. 
It is not included in today’s legislation, 
and that means that Texas will lose 
about $50 million every year that it re-
lies on to work with child care, with 
preventing pregnancy, with other 
issues like school dropouts, programs 
that rely on these funds today. 

Allowing these grants to expire is in 
sharp contrast to what happened in 
2001 when Governor Rick Perry wrote 
to then-Whip Tom DeLay urging the 
extension of TANF supplemental 
grants, saying: ‘‘These grants have 
played an important role in helping 
hardworking men and women in Texas 
achieve independence from public as-
sistance. Congress designed the supple-
mental grants to address the critical 
program needs of States.’’ Those were 
words of Governor Rick Perry, who is 
silent on this matter today about how 
we enable more Texans to move from 
welfare to work. 

Mr. Speaker, we cannot allow the 
funding for TANF to expire next week, 
and so I join wholeheartedly with this 
renewal legislation. But we also need 
to move past doing the very least that 
we can do and start responding to the 
mounting challenges that families not 
just in Texas but across our country 
face. TANF has not been adequately re-
sponsive to the increased level of needs 
during these bad economic times. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 1 additional minute. 

I think also of the words of Claudia 
Herrington, who works at El Buen 
Samaritano, dealing largely with 
Latino families. She writes: ‘‘This is 
not the American Dream I believe in. 
This is not the American Dream my fa-
ther believed in when he emigrated 
from Cuba here in the 1960s. I know our 
country is better than that, regardless 
of political affiliation. And I know that 
investment in our people and their 
ability to earn a decent living is a 
worthwhile policy.’’ 

We need a policy that is more safety 
net than hole, and I hope eventually we 
can work together to achieve that. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the gentle-

man’s suggestion that this legislation 
should be amended to revive the TANF 
Supplemental Grants program. 

TANF supplemental grants expired in 
June 2011 in accordance with legisla-
tion Democrats crafted last year that 
President Obama signed into law. 
These payments have now expired and 
are not payable under current law. Ex-
tending them would mean spending 
more money to revive the program, 
which is beyond the scope of what 
we’re doing today in maintaining only 
current TANF programs. 

Since TANF supplemental grants 
were first paid, about $4 billion in extra 
TANF programs have been paid out 
only to a minority of States. At some 
point, we have to ask when such sup-
plemental spending should come to an 
end. The last Congress, which, again, 
was led by Democratic majorities, said 
the end should come this past June. I 
respect that judgment. 

The committee is obviously aware of 
Mr. DOGGETT’s bill to extend these pay-
ments yet again, but we don’t know 
how he would pay for that since the 
bill he introduced includes no pay-for. 
That would mean increasing our cur-
rent historic deficits even more. 

All States received a share of $5 bil-
lion in special welfare funds in the 2009 
stimulus bill. That was on top of al-
most $17 billion in TANF block grant 
payments all States receive each year, 
including those that previously col-
lected supplemental grants. The States 
that collected supplemental grants re-
ceived about $913 million of that $5 bil-
lion in one-time funds, or the equiva-
lent of almost three years of supple-
mental grant payments. 

I appreciate the gentleman’s argu-
ment for extending these payments by 
reviving the now-ended Supplemental 
Grants program. The legislation before 
us does not do that, since it simply ex-
tends current law programs. But I 
know he and I will continue to have 
fruitful discussions and work together 
about this and other TANF funding and 
related issues, and I appreciate his con-
tinued input and effort. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, I would 
yield myself 15 seconds to say that 
under Democratic leadership we ex-
tended the supplemental TANF pro-
gram that Governor Rick Perry was so 
proud about in 2001. We extended it 
four times. The only reason that it ex-
isted in the spring of this year was be-
cause of our extensions. It should be 
extended once again, and I hope in the 
process we can do that. 

I would now yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. RAN-
GEL). 

(Mr. RANGEL asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. RANGEL. I come to the floor on 
this noncontroversial bill and as a 
proud member of the Ways and Means 
Committee to show the Congress and 
the country that we are concerned 
about more than just taxes. 

I want to thank Mr. DAVIS for his 
leadership in this area and especially 
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my friend Mr. DOGGETT, who have 
stuck with the committee in trying to 
make certain that we improve the life 
of those people who are so vulnerable 
in our society. 

To think that one out of five children 
in America, the United States of Amer-
ica, is living in poverty, to recognize 
that 46 million people, a family of four 
makes less than $22,000 is certainly not 
what has inspired so many people to 
get out of poverty and move into the 
middle class, which is the heart of 
America and the heart of our economy. 

This bill does just that. It comes to 
us to look to give authority to the 
States to see what works, to make cer-
tain that people don’t have to stay on 
welfare, that they can have a goal in 
being fully employed. And it takes a 
way the image that we have, as a coun-
try, that we applaud people who are 
being executed, that we applaud those 
people that don’t have health insur-
ance. 

No, America is more than that. And 
during these hard times, we have to 
make certain that we do as the mem-
bers of this committee, a classic exam-
ple is Mr. DOGGETT, is Mr. DAVIS, both 
on a hardworking committee, but care 
enough about the people in our country 
to show that this is bipartisan. And the 
people that are poor, the people that 
are in need, the people that are with-
out homes and without hope are not 
Democrats; they’re not Republicans. 
They are people in our country. And we 
have an obligation to show that there 
is a need for government. There is a 
need for caring. 

And I am proud to be a member of 
this committee and a Member of this 
Congress to show that’s what our coun-
try is all about. 

b 1320 

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. I continue 
to reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Wash-
ington State, the former chair of this 
subcommittee, Mr. MCDERMOTT. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. I want to say just 
a few words about this. Obviously, I 
support the extension of the TANF. 
But I think that there is a real need— 
and we’ve been extending it 1 year at a 
time, 1 year at a time, 1 year at a time 
for some time—there really is a need to 
re-look at the whole concept of what 
this safety net really needs to be. 

We wiped out welfare as we know it, 
as was the phrase in 1996, at a time 
when the economy in this country was 
going straight up. Anybody could find 
a job if they looked for one. And it was 
very clear that there were efforts in 
that bill to push people off the rolls 
and out into the work market. Now, it 
was possible to do that. 

Today, however, you have a situation 
where there are four people that are 
looking for every job that’s out there. 
You have many middle class families 
who have exhausted 99 weeks of unem-
ployment and have nothing in this 
country except food stamps. 

Now, it sort of depends on whether or 
not we’re going to have a middle class 
in this country when we have a down-
turn like this and we decide whether 
we’re going to help the middle class 
make it. We’ve got foreclosures that 
won’t quit. And we’ve had no proposals 
out of the House to do anything about 
foreclosure prevention. 

So you have middle class people 
who’ve lost their job, their unemploy-
ment is gone, they are now having 
their house foreclosed, and they look 
to their government for a safety net 
and find nothing but food stamps. 

In my belief, there is a time when we 
should help the middle class in this 
country be able to go through what 
may be another year or two, we’re not 
quite sure how long it will be, but it 
should not be that there is no program 
available to help middle class people 
who have fallen on very difficult times. 

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. I continue 
to reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DOGGETT. I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, the House should ap-
prove this important bipartisan legisla-
tion today. To fail to approve this mod-
est extension would cause even more 
people to suffer with the expiration of 
these programs next week. 

Mr. Speaker, it may not be in vogue 
to discuss the problems of poor people 
in America today, but we need to hear 
more about it in this House. We need to 
hear more about it in Washington, DC. 

Certainly we want to support and en-
courage the middle class in America— 
very, very important—but we need to 
create more opportunity to broaden 
that middle class. For the many people 
who struggle and hope that lives will 
be better for their children and that 
they will face less obstacles than their 
parents have faced, we need to provide 
that temporary assistance to needy 
families. The current program leaves 
out too many and forgets too many of 
those families in their struggle. 

The omission of TANF supplemental 
grants, which we renewed four times in 
the last two Congresses, is not being 
renewed here, which means that in 
Texas and in so many high-poverty 
States, we will not have the support 
that Governor Rick Perry once called 
for. We will have a broadened gap and 
a lack of services. 

Many of the dollars that we’ve re-
ceived in that program in Texas have 
gone into child protective services to 
protect abused and neglected children. 
They will no longer have that assist-
ance. I hope in the course of the legis-
lative process of the renewal of this 
legislation, we might eventually get 
TANF supplemental grants into the 
bill. 

Today we see so many who are losing 
the opportunity to share in the Amer-
ican Dream. We have an opportunity to 
continue at least a minimal level of 
support to them. We should do that, 
but we should commit ourselves to 
doing even more. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speak-
er, H.R. 2943 simply is a short-term 
continuation of Welfare to Work pro-
grams that have successfully cut wel-
fare dependence and promoted work. I 
urge my colleagues to support this leg-
islation and to work with us to design 
a long-term reauthorization bill that 
fixes flaws in the system, fixes broken 
processes and allows agencies to com-
municate in a more holistic way as we 
address this to eliminate waste of tax-
payer dollars and ultimately to design 
a long-term reauthorization bill that 
further promotes work and independ-
ence from welfare. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today in support of H.R. 2943, ‘‘The 
Temporary Assistance for Needy Families Ex-
tension Act,’’ which extends the authorization 
of the Temporary Assistance for Needy Fami-
lies (TANF) state block grant program for 
three months, through December 31, 2011. 
Under current law, the program’s authorization 
is set to expire on October 1, 2011, at the end 
of FY 2011. H.R. 2943 authorizes ‘‘such sums 
as may be necessary’’ to carry out the pro-
gram at the same level as FY 2011 or $16.48 
billion according to CRS and extends funding 
for the basic block grant, healthy marriage and 
responsible fatherhood competitive grants, 
mandatory child care grants, and certain other 
funds. 

As Chair of the Congressional Children’s 
Caucus, I am keenly aware that the youngest 
among us often suffers the most when pro-
grams, like TANF, are underfunded. We must 
take a proactive role in protecting children 
from lives of abject poverty. 

I represent the 18th Congressional district in 
Houston, Texas. In my district, more than 
190,000 people live below the poverty line. 
Programs like TANF are vital to these families. 
At a time when the Census Bureau places the 
number of Americans living in poverty at the 
highest rate in over 50 years. 

Across our nation the poverty rate has 
climbed to 14.3 percent in 2009, the highest 
level since 1994 and is likely to continue to 
climb. At this time children are again bearing 
the brunt, more than one in five children lived 
in families with incomes under the official pov-
erty level which was $22,050 for a family of 
four in 2009. Similarly more than one in five 
children lived in households that did not al-
ways have the resources to purchase food. 

In 2008, there were 15.45 million impover-
ished children in the nation, 20.7% of Amer-
ica’s youth. Further, The Kaiser Family Foun-
dation estimates that there are currently 5.6 
million Texans living in poverty, 2.2 million of 
them children, and that 17.4% of households 
in the state struggle with food insecurity. 

Many people assume that Texas was not hit 
as hard by the recession as other states be-
cause our unemployment rate is still below the 
national average. While our unemployment 
rate is low compared to the U.S. (8.2 versus 
9.8 percent, respectively, in November 2010), 
it is still nearly double where it stood in No-
vember 2007 (4.4 percent). In fact, Texas’ un-
employment rate has been around 8 percent 
for the last 16 months, which is extremely high 
given Texas’ recent history. This has resulted 
in nearly one in three Texas children living 
with a parent who does not have a full-time, 
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year-round job, making them particularly vul-
nerable. 

When a household falls into poverty, chil-
dren are exposed to increased parental dis-
tress, inadequate childcare arrangements, and 
poor nutrition. In past recessions, it took many 
years for employment and incomes to re-
bound, and low-income families rebound more 
slowly than others. 

Public benefits such as TANF help families 
bridge the gaps in difficult economic times and 
are critical in reducing the effects of a reces-
sion. Cutting these supports will hurt child and 
family wellbeing and damage the Texas econ-
omy by taking money out of the private econ-
omy for critical local businesses such as gro-
cery stores and medical providers. 

Although TANF is not perfect, I believe that 
is an essential part of the safety net for very 
low-income families with children. These bene-
fits do not provide families with the ability to 
live a lavish life style, they do provide a life 
line to families at a critical time in their lives, 
such as periods of unemployment or disability, 
or when a newborn joins a family. The goal of 
TANF is to be a temporary safety net and to 
help families in need to regain their balance, 
when a hard time causes them to lose their 
balance. 

TANF provides access to paths out of pov-
erty through services such as job training or 
counseling for mental health issues. State also 
uses the block grants for a wide range of work 
supports, including child care and transpor-
tation. For these reasons I support H.R. 2943. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
DAVIS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2943. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

CHILD AND FAMILY SERVICES IM-
PROVEMENT AND INNOVATION 
ACT 

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 2883) to amend part 
B of title IV of the Social Security Act 
to extend the child and family services 
program through fiscal year 2016, and 
for other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2883 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Child and Fam-
ily Services Improvement and Innovation Act’’. 

TITLE I—EXTENSION OF CHILD AND 
FAMILY SERVICES PROGRAMS 

SEC. 101. STEPHANIE TUBBS JONES CHILD WEL-
FARE SERVICES PROGRAM. 

(a) EXTENSION OF PROGRAM.—Section 425 of 
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 625) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘2007 through 2011’’ and inserting 
‘‘2012 through 2016’’. 

(b) MODIFICATION OF CERTAIN STATE PLAN 
REQUIREMENTS.— 

(1) RESPONSE TO EMOTIONAL TRAUMA.—Section 
422(b)(15)(A)(ii) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 

622(b)(15)(A)(ii)) is amended by inserting ‘‘, in-
cluding emotional trauma associated with a 
child’s maltreatment and removal from home’’ 
before the semicolon. 

(2) PROCEDURES ON THE USE OF PSYCHOTROPIC 
MEDICATIONS.—Section 422(b)(15)(A)(v) of such 
Act (42 U.S.C. 622(b)(15)(A)(v)) is amended by 
inserting ‘‘, including protocols for the appro-
priate use and monitoring of psychotropic medi-
cations’’ before the semicolon. 

(3) DESCRIPTION OF ACTIVITIES TO ADDRESS DE-
VELOPMENTAL NEEDS OF VERY YOUNG CHIL-
DREN.—Section 422(b) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 
622(b)) is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph 
(16); 

(B) by striking the period at the end of para-
graph (17) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(18) include a description of the activities 

that the State has undertaken to reduce the 
length of time children who have not attained 5 
years of age are without a permanent family, 
and the activities the State undertakes to ad-
dress the developmental needs of such children 
who receive benefits or services under this part 
or part E.’’. 

(4) DATA SOURCES FOR CHILD DEATH REPORT-
ING.—Section 422(b) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 
622(b)), as amended by paragraph (3) of this 
subsection, is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph 
(17); 

(B) by striking the period at the end of para-
graph (18) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(19) contain a description of the sources used 

to compile information on child maltreatment 
deaths required by Federal law to be reported by 
the State agency referred to in paragraph (1), 
and to the extent that the compilation does not 
include information on such deaths from the 
State vital statistics department, child death re-
view teams, law enforcement agencies, or offices 
of medical examiners or coroners, the State shall 
describe why the information is not so included 
and how the State will include the informa-
tion.’’. 

(c) CHILD VISITATION BY CASEWORKERS.—Sec-
tion 424 of such Act (42 U.S.C. 624) is amended 
by striking the 2nd subsection (e), as added by 
section 7(b) of the Child and Family Services 
Improvement Act of 2006, and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(f)(1)(A) Each State shall take such steps as 
are necessary to ensure that the total number of 
visits made by caseworkers on a monthly basis 
to children in foster care under the responsi-
bility of the State during a fiscal year is not less 
than 90 percent (or, in the case of fiscal year 
2015 or thereafter, 95 percent) of the total num-
ber of such visits that would occur during the 
fiscal year if each such child were so visited 
once every month while in such care. 

‘‘(B) If the Secretary determines that a State 
has failed to comply with subparagraph (A) for 
a fiscal year, then the percentage that would 
otherwise apply for purposes of subsection (a) 
for the fiscal year shall be reduced by— 

‘‘(i) 1, if the number of full percentage points 
by which the State fell short of the percentage 
specified in subparagraph (A) is less than 10; 

‘‘(ii) 3, if the number of full percentage points 
by which the State fell short, as described in 
clause (i), is not less than 10 and less than 20; 
or 

‘‘(iii) 5, if the number of full percentage points 
by which the State fell short, as described in 
clause (i), is not less than 20. 

‘‘(2)(A) Each State shall take such steps as 
are necessary to ensure that not less than 50 
percent of the total number of visits made by 
caseworkers to children in foster care under the 
responsibility of the State during a fiscal year 
occur in the residence of the child involved. 

‘‘(B) If the Secretary determines that a State 
has failed to comply with subparagraph (A) for 
a fiscal year, then the percentage that would 

otherwise apply for purposes of subsection (a) 
for the fiscal year shall be reduced by— 

‘‘(i) 1, if the number of full percentage points 
by which the State fell short of the percentage 
specified in subparagraph (A) is less than 10; 

‘‘(ii) 3, if the number of full percentage points 
by which the State fell short, as described in 
clause (i), is not less than 10 and less than 20; 
or 

‘‘(iii) 5, if the number of full percentage points 
by which the State fell short, as described in 
clause (i), is not less than 20.’’. 

(d) TECHNICAL CORRECTION.—Section 423(b) of 
such Act (42 U.S.C. 623(b)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘per centum’’ each place it appears and in-
serting ‘‘percent’’. 
SEC. 102. PROMOTING SAFE AND STABLE FAMI-

LIES PROGRAM. 
(a) EXTENSION OF FUNDING AUTHORIZA-

TIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 436(a) of the Social 

Security Act (42 U.S.C. 629f(a)) is amended by 
striking all that follows ‘‘$345,000,000’’ and in-
serting ‘‘for each of fiscal years 2012 through 
2016.’’. 

(2) DISCRETIONARY GRANTS.—Section 437(a) of 
such Act (42 U.S.C. 629g(a)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘2007 through 2011’’ and inserting ‘‘2012 
through 2016’’. 

(b) TARGETING OF SERVICES TO POPULATIONS 
AT GREATEST RISK OF MALTREATMENT.—Section 
432(a) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 629b(a)) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph 
(8); 

(2) by striking the period at the end of para-
graph (9) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(10) describes how the State identifies which 

populations are at the greatest risk of maltreat-
ment and how services are targeted to the popu-
lations.’’. 

(c) REVISED PURPOSES OF FAMILY SUPPORT 
SERVICES AND TIME-LIMITED FAMILY REUNIFICA-
TION SERVICES.— 

(1) FAMILY SUPPORT SERVICES.—Section 
431(a)(2) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 629a(a)(2)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(2) FAMILY SUPPORT SERVICES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘family support 

services’ means community-based services de-
signed to carry out the purposes described in 
subparagraph (B). 

‘‘(B) PURPOSES DESCRIBED.—The purposes de-
scribed in this subparagraph are the following: 

‘‘(i) To promote the safety and well-being of 
children and families. 

‘‘(ii) To increase the strength and stability of 
families (including adoptive, foster, and ex-
tended families). 

‘‘(iii) To increase parents’ confidence and 
competence in their parenting abilities. 

‘‘(iv) To afford children a safe, stable, and 
supportive family environment. 

‘‘(v) To strengthen parental relationships and 
promote healthy marriages. 

‘‘(vi) To enhance child development, including 
through mentoring (as defined in section 
439(b)(2)).’’. 

(2) TIME-LIMITED FAMILY REUNIFICATION SERV-
ICES.—Section 431(a)(7)(B) of such Act (42 
U.S.C. 629a(a)(7)(B)) is amended by redesig-
nating clause (vi) as clause (viii) and inserting 
after clause (v) the following: 

‘‘(vi) Peer-to-peer mentoring and support 
groups for parents and primary caregivers. 

‘‘(vii) Services and activities designed to facili-
tate access to and visitation of children by par-
ents and siblings.’’. 

(d) UNIFORM DEFINITIONS OF INDIAN TRIBE 
AND TRIBAL ORGANIZATION.—Section 431(a) of 
such Act (42 U.S.C. 629a(a)(5) and (6)) is amend-
ed by striking paragraphs (5) and (6) and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(5) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘Indian tribe’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 428(c). 

‘‘(6) TRIBAL ORGANIZATION.—The term ‘tribal 
organization’ has the meaning given the term in 
section 428(c).’’. 
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